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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-3, 6, 8-14, 17, 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Short et al (US 6,130,892). 

3. Regarding Claim 1 , Short et al teach a method of accessing a device connected 
to a local area network (LAN) with a remote apparatus (col. 11, lines 3-13, fig. 12a), the 
method comprising: providing a router to control data traffic received and transmitted by 
the LAN (col. 11, lines 3-13, fig. 12a), the router being assigned a public internet 
protocol (IP) address for communicating with an external network (fig. 2, col. 7, lines 43- 
58); monitoring the LAN for messages indicating that devices have been connected to 
the LAN (col. 4, lines 48-51, col. 15, lines 15-25); determining a public port number for 
each device connected to the LAN (col. 14, lines 19-22); generating a portal web page 
(col. 16, lines 19-28), the portal web page containing a list of each device connected to 
the LAN and a link to each device, the link containing information indicating the 
corresponding public port number for each device (col. 2, lines 63-67, col. 3, lines 1-4); 
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visiting the public IP address of the router with the remote apparatus (col. 2, lines 63-67, 
col. 3, lines 1-4) and viewing the portal web page of the router with a web browser on 
the remote apparatus (col. 16, lines 19-28); selecting a device from the list of devices 
displayed on the portal web page of the router (col. 16, lines 19-28); and accessing the 
selected device with the remote apparatus by reading the public port number 
corresponding to the selected device (col. 14, lines 13-22), appending the public port 
number to the public IP address of the router to form a public device address, and 
visiting the public device address (col. 14, lines 30-38). 

> 

4. Regarding Claim 2, Short et al teach the method of claim 1 wherein the public 
device address comprises the public IP address and the public port number of the 
selected device separated by a colon character (col. 14, lines 19-38). 

5. Regarding Claim 3, Short et al teach the method of claim 1 wherein only a 
single mouse click is needed for selecting the device from the list of devices displayed 
on the portal web page of the router (col. 16, lines 19-38). 

6. Regarding Claim 6, Short et al teach the method of claim 1 wherein the selected 
device is an Internet appliance (col. 5, lines 41-51, col. 6, lines 5-14). 

7. Regarding Claim 8, Short et al teach the method of claim 1 wherein the remote 
apparatus is located outside the LAN on a different domain from the selected device 



' t 
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(col. 14, lines 60-67). 

i 

8. Regarding Claim 9, Short et al teach the method of claim 8 wherein the remote 

i 

apparatus accesses the selected device via the Internet (abstract, col. 11, lines 3-12). 

9. Regarding Claim 10, Short et al teach the method of claim 1 wherein the remote 
apparatus is located inside the same LAN as the selected device (col. 11, lines 3-12, 
col. 14, lines 60-67). 

1 0. Regarding Claim 1 1 , Short et al teach the method of claim 1 wherein monitoring 
the LAN for messages indicating that devices have been connected to the LAN is 
performed according to the Universal Plug and Play (UpnP) protocol or the Simple 
Control Protocol (SCP) (col. 4, lines 48-51 , col. 1 1 , lines 3-12). 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 12, Short et al teach a method of accessing a device 
connected to a local area network (LAN) with a remote apparatus (col. 11, lines 3-13, 
fig. 12a), the method comprising: providing a router to control data traffic received and 
transmitted by the LAN (col. 11, lines 3-13, fig. 12a), the router being assigned a public 
internet protocol (IP) address for communicating with an external network (fig. 2, col. 7, 
lines 43-58); 

Consulting a forwarding table stored in the router to determine a private IP address and 
a corresponding public port number for each device connected to the LAN; generating a 



Application/Control Number: 10/708,106 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2109 

portal web page with the router (col. 16, lines 19-28), the portal web page of the router 
(col. 16, lines 19-28) containing a list of each device connected to the LAN and a link to 
each device, the link containing information indicating the corresponding public port 
number for each device (col. 2, lines 63-67, col. 3, lines 1-4); visiting the public IP 
address of the router with the remote apparatus (col. 2, lines 63-67, col. 3, lines 1-4) 
and viewing the portal web page of the router with a web browser on the remote 
apparatus (col. 16, lines 19-28); selecting a device from the list of devices displayed on 
the portal web page of the router (col. 16, lines 19-28); and accessing the selected 
device with the remote apparatus by reading the public port number corresponding to 
the selected device (col. 14, lines 13-22), appending the public port number to the 
public IP address of the router to form a public device address, and visiting the public 
device address (col. 14, lines 30-38). 

i 

12. Regarding Claim 13, Short et al teach the method of claim 12 wherein the public 
device address comprises the public IP address and the public port number of the 
selected device separated by a colon character (col. 14, lines 19-38). 

13. Regarding Claim 14, Short et al teach the method of claim 12 wherein only a 
single mouse click is needed for selecting the device from the list of devices displayed 
on the portal web page of the router (col. 16, lines 19-38). 
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14. Regarding Claim 17, Short et al teach the method of claim 12 wherein the 
selected device is an Internet appliance (col. 5, lines 41-51, col. 6, lines 5-14). 

i 
! 

15. Regarding Claim 19, Short et al teach the method of claim 12 wherein the 
remote apparatus is located outside the LAN on a different domain from the selected 
device (col. 14, lines 60-67). 

i 

i 

i 

16. Regarding Claim 20, Short et al teach the method of claim 19 wherein the 
remote apparatus accesses the selected device via the Internet (abstract, col. 1 1 , lines 
3-12). 

17. Regarding Claim 21, Short et al teach the method of claim 12 wherein the 
remote apparatus is located inside the same LAN as the selected device (col. 1 1 , lines 
3-12, col. 14, lines 60-67). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

18. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

19. Claims 4-5, 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Short et al (US 6,130,892) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Venkatraman et al (LIS 6,139,177). 

* 

20. Regarding Claim 4, Short et al teach the limitations of claim 1 for the reason 
above, but do not teach the method of claim 1 wherein a login password is required to 
access the portal web page of the router. 

However in the same field of invention Venkatraman et al teach the method of claim 1 
wherein a login password is required to access the portal web page of the router 
(abstract, fig. 5, col. 7, lines 35-45). 

Therefore it vyould have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teaching of Short et al and Venkatraman et al for a login 
password required to access the portal web page of the router. It is beneficial because 
it makes web page more secure and private. 



I 
I 

Application/Control Number: 10/708,106 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2109 

21 . Regarding Claim 5, Short et al teach the limitations of claim 1 for the reason 
above, but do not teach the method of claim 1 wherein a login password is required to 
access the selected device. 

However in the same field of invention Venkatraman et al teach the method of claim 1 
wherein a login password is required to access the selected device (abstract, fig. 3, col. 
7, lines 35-45). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teaching of Short et al and Venkatraman et al for a login 
password required to access the selected device web page. It is beneficial because it 
makes device web page more secure and private. 

22. Regarding Claim 15, Short et al teach the limitations of claim 12 for the reason 
above, but do not teach the method of claim 1 wherein a login password is required to 
access the portal web page of the router. 

However in the same field of invention Venkatraman et al teach the method of claim 1 

wherein a login password is required to access the portal web page of the router 

i 

(abstract, fig. 5, col. 7, lines 35-45). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teaching of Short et al and Venkatraman et al for a login 
password required to access the portal web page of the router. It is beneficial because 
it makes web page more secure and private. 
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23. Regarding Claim 16, Short et al teach the limitations of claim 12 for the reason 
above, but do not teach the method of claim 1 wherein a login password is required to 
access the selected device. 

However in the same field of invention Venkatraman et al teach the method of claim 1 
wherein a login password is required to access the selected device (abstract, fig. 3, col. 
7, lines 35-45). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teaching of Short et al and Venkatraman et al for a login 
password required to access the selected device web page. It is beneficial because it 
makes device web page more secure and private. 

* 

24. Claims 7, 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Short et al (US 6,130,892) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Byron et al 
(US 6,421,743). 

25. Regarding Claim 7, Short et al teach the limitations of claim 1 for the reason 
above, but do not teach the method of claim 1 wherein the selected device is a network 
camera. 

However in the same field of invention Byron et al teach the method of claim 1 wherein 
the selected device is a network camera (fig. 1, col. 1, lines 12-25). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teaching of Short et al and Byron et al for home portal router 
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web page where one of the selected device is a camera. It is beneficial because it 
provides user to access the web cam service. 

26. Regarding Claim 18, Short et al teach the limitations of claim 12 for the reason 
above, but do not teach the method of claim 1 wherein the selected device is a network 
camera. 

However in the same field of invention Byron et al teach the method of claim 1 wherein 
the selected device is a network camera (fig. 1 , col. 1 , lines 12-25). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teaching of Short et al and Byron et al for home portal router 
web page where one of the selected device is a camera. It is beneficial because it 
provides user to access the web cam service. 

Conclusion 

27. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Leong et al teach method and system for monitoring remote 
routers in network for available protocols and providing a graphical representation of 
information received from the routers. Hubio et al teach method and apparatus for 
providing user specific web-based help in a distributed system environment. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Umar Cheema whose telephone number is 571-270- 
3037. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Assouad can be reached on 571-272-2210. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
28. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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